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Continuation of 1 1 . The arguments are not persuasive. First, Applicant has 
argued that Shannon does not disclose a handle portion with a moveable handle and a 
stationary hand grip. The Examiner respectfully disagrees. "Handle" has been given its 
broadest reasonable interpretation. That is, according to the ENCARTA World English 
Dictionary, "handle" is defined as: "part for holding or operating something: a part of a 
thing by which it is held, moved, or operated." Shannon's handle portion, elements 2 
and 3 combined, is certainly a part of the device which may be held or moved by a 
user's hand, including the palm, the palm and fingers, or the fingers alone. That is, the 
handle is not limited to elements 5 of Shannon as the Applicant has argued. A "handle 
portion" may be deemed to be other portions of the device that may be grasped. 

Secondly, Applicant has argued that movement of elements 3 does not affect 
engagement of teeth (6) engagement. On the contrary, elements 3 are integral with 
elements 5 (deemed to be handle portions by the Applicant), and movement of 
elements 3 indeed affects movement of elements 5 (and vice versa), which in turn 
effects engagement of the teeth. In any case, Shannon teaches, at least in col. 1, lines 
51-62, that the forceps may be modified in "various forms... as may be best suited to the 
conditions of a particular use." That is, arguably, elements 3, inter alia, may be 
modified, so that engagement of the teeth may be more directly effected upon 
movement of elements 3. 

Thirdly, Applicant has argured that Tartaglia does not show, teach, or disclose a 
"handle portion." The Examiner respectfully disagrees. Again, "handle" has been given 
its broadest reasonable interpretation. Tartaglia's handle portion, element 14 or 16 and 
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a portion at 18, is certainly a part of the device which may be held or moved by a user's 
hand, including the palm, the palm and fingers, or the fingers alone. That is, the handle 
is not limited to elements 20 and 20' of Tartaglia as the Applicant has argued. A 
"handle portion" may be deemed to be other portions of the device that may be 
grasped. 

Fourthly, with respect to the teachings of Farris, Applicant has argued that Farris 
does not disclose an elongated body portion "rotatably mounted" to a handle portion. 
The Examiner respectfully disagrees. Farris's element 160, deemed to be the 
"elongated body portion," includes an internal bore 161, which, according to col. 11, 
lines 9-18, has a diameter larger that the diameter of shaft 52. Thus, not only is the 
elongated body portion is slidable on the shaft, the elongated body portion is rotatably 
mounted on the shaft. That is, the elongated body portion is inherently capable of 
rotating with respect to the shaft (or vice versa), because of the clearance between the 
internal bore and the shaft. The claim only require the capability of rotation, which 
Farris teaches. 

Fifthly, the Applicant has argued that it would not be obvious to modify Shannon 
with the teachings of Farris. On the contrary, both Shannon and Farris teach forceps 
(i.e., they're from the same or analogous art), where the forceps of Farris are primarily 
for minimally-invasive surgery. Moreover, as mentioned above and in the rejection, 
Shannon discloses forceps that may be modified as "best suited to the conditions of a 
particular use." Thus, it would have been obvious to modify Shannon, so that it can 
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include the slidable sleeve of Farris, and so that the forceps of Shannon may be applied 
in minimally-invasive surgery. 

Sixthly, Applicant has argured that Whitton, Jr. does not show, teach, or disclose 
a "handle portion." The Examiner respectfully disagrees. Again, "handle" has been 
given its broadest reasonable intertpretation. Whitton, Jr.'s handle portion, element 13 
and portions of 1 1 and 12, is certainly a part of the device which may be held or moved 
by a user's hand, including the palm, the palm and fingers, or the fingers alone. That is, 
the handle is not limited to elements 23 as the Applicant has argued. A "handle portion" 
may be deemed to be other portions of the device that may be grasped. 

With respect to the teachings of Wood: Wood was brought into the rejections 
solely for Wood's teachings regarding forcep jaws used for clip application. 

With respect to arguments regarding the orientation of the jaws of Tartaglia's 
device: Tartaglia indeed discloses each jaw being oriented at an angle with respect to a 
plane device by the first and second leg. As mentioned in the rejection, each jaw 
includes an angled, exterior surface that is angled with respect to a plane along the 
longitudinal axis of the device and defined by a plane of the first and second legs. Also, 
it may be said that each jaw is perpendicular to a lateral surface of each leg. 

The Applicant has also argued that it would not be obvious to modify Whitton, Jr. 
with the teachings of Farris. On the contrary, both Whitton, Jr. and Farris teach forceps 
(i.e., they're from the same or analogous art), where the forceps of Farris are primarily 
for minimally-invasive surgery. It would have been obvious to modify Whitton, Jr., 
including the elongated portion, so that it can include the slidable sleeve of Farris, and 



Application/Control Number: 1 0/51 0,1 65 Page 5 

Art Unit: 3773 

so that the forceps of Whitton, Jr. may be applied in minimally-invasive surgery. The 
Examiner agrees with the Applicant in pointing out that Whitton, Jr. (and Shannon) are 
forceps that may be operated with hand-exerted forces on the elongated portion. 
However, Farris teaches forces that may be applied to forceps with the application of a 
slidable sleeve. Thus, in view of Farris, the forceps of Whitton, Jr., (and Shannon) may 
be modified to include a slidable sleeve and retain the jaw engagement as configured 
originally. 

The Applicant has argued that it would not be obvious to modify Tartaglia with 
the teachings of Farris. On the contrary, both Tartaglia and Farris teach forceps (i.e., 
they're from the same or analogous art), where the forceps of Farris are primarily for 
minimally-invasive surgery. It would have been obvious to modify Tartaglia, including 
the elongated portion, so that it can include the slidable sleeve of Farris, and so that the 
forceps of Tartaglia may be applied in minimally-invasive surgery. In short, Tartaglia, 
like Shannon or Whitton, Jr., is a forceps that may be modified to work with a slidable 
sleeve per the teachings of Farris, and still retain its function as a forceps. 

Finally, with respect to arguments regarding the Carignan reference: Applicant 
has argued that Carignan fails to disclose rotation of an elongated body relative to a 
handle portion that causes rotation of the jaw blade. On the contrary, Carignan indeed 
discloses rotation of sleeve 16 relative to handle portion 46 — a motion that effects 
opening and closing of jaws 34 (as the Applicant has pointed out). And it is this 
"opening and closing of jaws 34" that comprises rotation of the jaws, where the rotation 
is about an axis through hole 38 of Carignan. Thus, Carignan cures the deficiencies in 
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the forceps (with respect to rotations of an elongated body and of jaws) of Shannon, 
Farris, or Woods or combinations thereof. 



/Julian W. Woo/ 

Primary Examiner, Art Unit 3773 



